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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This Action is in response to Amendment filed 211105, which has been fully considered. 

2. Amended claims 1-44 are presented for examination. 

3. This Action is FINAL. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 8-10, 33-35 and 43-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Specifically, claims 8, 33 and 43 recite in line 1 that the host computer "has" the server, 
which the Examiner interprets to mean that the host computer comprises the server. The 
claims further require that the corresponding application resource is the server. These three 
elements (i.e. host computer, server, and application resource) are recited as distinct elements 
in claims 1, 26, and 36. Therefore, it is not clear how to interpret claims 1, 26 and 36, in 
light of the limitations from claims 8, 33 and 43. More specifically, the server and the 
application resource can not be claimed as both distinct elements and the same element. 
Also, the claims become unclear if the host computer comprises the server, because the 
server could be interpreted as sending and receiving requests from itself. More properly, it 
appears that the server should be communicating with the management resource of the host 
computer. For the purpose of applying prior art, the Examiner finds that any teaching of 
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processing a web request and generating a web response in a same server or host is sufficient 
to meet the limitations of the claims. 

6. As dependent claims, claims 9, 10, 34, 35, 44 and 45 suffer from the same deficiencies as 
claims 8, 33 and 43. 

7. Claims 11-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. Specifically, it is not clear to the Examiner whether the host 
computer is being claimed as comprising the server, or if the server is claimed as a separate 
entity from the host computer. In the latter case, the claim should more properly be directed 
towards the server and not the host computer. It is further not clear whether the "identified 
host computer" is being claimed as a separate host computer from the first recited host 
computer. For the purpose of applying prior art, the Examiner interprets that either a host 
computer comprising a server or a separate server are sufficient to meet the limitations of the 
claims. Also, the Examiner interprets that the "identified host computer" may be either the 
same host computer or a separate host computer. 

8. As dependent claims, claims 12-18 suffer from the same deficiencies as claim 11. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed publication in this 
or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 
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(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

10. Examiner's interpretation: Based on claims 8, 33, 43, and the second paragraph of pg. 
14 of the Remarks filed 2/7/05, the Examiner interprets that the host computer may comprise 
the server. In other words, the "server" and "host" may reside on the same physical machine. 

1 1 . Claims 1, 26 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Garvey 
et al. (US 5,774,667) (hereinafter Garvey). 

12. As for claims 1, 26, and 36, Garvey teaches a method in a host computer having a server 
configured for providing web based management of host computers in communication via an 
open protocol network, the method comprising: 

first receiving, by the server (remote access server 120, Fig. 1) and from a user, a web- 
based user request (SNMP request) specifying execution of a management operation by at 
least one selected host computer (remote access server 120 or remote PC's, Fig. 1) specified 
in the web-based user request (col. 3, lines 51-62), each host computer having an application 
resource for executing corresponding application operations and a management resource for 
executing the management operation (col. 5, lines 32-62); 

first outputting from the server to the at least one selected host computer a web request 
generated by the server based on executing the web-based user request, the web request 
specifying a management command for execution of the management operation by the 
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management resource of the at least one selected host computer (col. 1, liens 46-59; col. 3, 
lines 51-62); 

second receiving by the server from the at least one selected host computer a web 
response that specifies information based on execution of the management operation (col. 1, 
lines 46-59; col. 3, lines 51-62); and 

second outputting by the server to the user a web-based user response based on the web 
response (col. 1, lines 46-59; col. 3, lines 51-62). 

13. Claims 1-3, 8, 11, 15-20, 25-28, 33-38, and 43-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Hoyer et al. (US 6,339,750 Bl) (hereinafter Hoyer). 

14. As for claims 1 , 26, and 36, Hoyer teaches a method in a host computer having a server 
configured for providing web based management of host computers in communication via an 
open protocol network, the method comprising: 

first receiving, by the server (server 225, Fig. 5) and from a user, a web-based user 
request (SNMP or HTTP request, col. 8, lines 29-50) specifying execution of a management 
operation by at least one selected host computer (server 225, Fig. 5) specified in the web- 
based user request (col. 8, lines 25-28), each host computer having an application resource 
for executing corresponding application operations and a management resource (performance 
monitor 225, Fig. 3) for executing the management operation (col. 8, lines 51-67); 

first outputting from the server to the at least one selected host computer a web request 
generated by the server based on executing the web-based user request, the web request 
specifying a management command for execution of the management operation by the 
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management resource of the at least one selected host computer (col. 8, lines 51-67; col. 12, 
lines 11-26); 

second receiving by the server from the at least one selected host computer a web 
response that specifies information based on execution of the management operation (col. 8, 
lines 17-28); and 

second outputting by the server to the user a web-based user response based on the web 
response (col. 8, lines 25-28). 

15. As for claims 2, 27 and 37, Hoyer teaches the system and method of claims 1, 26 and 36, 
wherein the first receiving step includes receiving the web-based user request according to 
hypertext transport (HTTP) protocol (col. 7, lines 32-47; col. 8, lines 36-37). 

16. As for claims 3, 28 and 38, Hoyer teaches the system and method of claims 2, 27 and 37, 
further comprising detecting a presence of the host computers on the open protocol network 
(col. 6, lines 43-55). 

17. As for claims 8, 33 and 43, Hoyer teaches the system and method of claims 2, 27 and 37, 
wherein the at least one selected host computer is said host computer having the server as the 
corresponding application resource, the first outputting step includes outputting the web 
request to an HTTP interface within the server (Fig. 5; col. 7, lines 32-47; col. 8, lines 36- 
37). 

18. As for claims 9, 34 and 44, Hoyer teaches the system and method of claims 8, 33 and 43, 
further comprising: 
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third receiving the web request from the HTTP interface (cluster manager CM/400, Fig. 
3) by the corresponding management resource (performance monitor 225, Fig. 3) of the host 
computer having the server (col. 7, lines 32-47; col. 8, lines 29-67); 

executing the management operation specified by the web request by the management 
resource of the host computer having the server (col. 7, lines 32-47; col 8, lines 29-67); and 

third outputting to the HTTP interface, by the management resource of the host computer 
having the server, the web response that specifies the information based on execution of the 
management operation (col 7, lines 32-47; col. 8, lines 29-67). 

19. As for claims 10, 35 and 45, Hoyer teaches the system and method of claims 9, 34 and 
44, further comprising: 

generating by the management resource of the server a second web request for execution 
of a second management operation by at least a second host computer of the open protocol 
network, the second management operation necessary for execution of the management 
operation (col. 8, lines 29-67); 

fourth outputting the second web request by the management resource of the server to the 
at least second host computer (col. 8, lines 29-67); and 

fourth receiving from the at least second host computer a second web response that 
specifies information based on execution of the second management operation, the web 
response generated based on the second web response (col. 8, lines 29-67). 

20. As for claim 11, Hoyer discloses a host computer configured for providing web based 
management of host computers in communication via an open protocol network, a server 
comprising: 
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a web based interface (Fig. 4; browser 500, Fig. 5; col. 6, lines 15-27) configured for 
receiving a web-based user request from a user and outputting a web page, the web page 
interface configured for outputting a web request to an identified host computer and 
receiving a web response from the identified host computer (col. 8, lines 17-28; col. 8, lines 
51-67); and 

an executable server application (cluster manager CM/400, Fig. 3) configured for 
identifying the identified host computer specified in the web-based user request for execution 
of a management operation specified in the web-based user request and necessary for 
generating the web page in response to the web-based user request, the executable server 
application generating within the request an identifier that specifies execution of the 
management operation by a management resource (performance monitor 225, Fig. 3) within 
the identified host computer, the executable server application generating a web page based 
on results of execution of the management operation specified within the web response (col. 
7, lines 31-47; col 8, lines 29-67). 

21 . As for claim 15, Hoyer discloses the server of claim 11, wherein the executable 
application specifies within the web request at least one of a backup operation, a file transfer 
operation, and a status report operation as the management operation (col. 12, lines 1 1-26). 

22. As for claim 16, Hoyer discloses the server of claim 11, further comprising a second 
management resource configured for executing a specified management operation in 
response to a second web request received by the web based interface, the second 
management resource configured for outputting to the web based interface a second response 
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that specifies second results of execution of the corresponding specified management 
operation specified by the second web request (col. 8, lines 29-67). 

23. As for claim 17, Hoyer discloses the server of claim 16, wherein the identifier in the web 
request specifies the second management resource executed within the server (col. 8, lines 
29-67). 

24. As for claim 18, Hoyer discloses the server of claim 16, wherein the executable 
application and the second management resource each are configured for selectively 
responding to an HTTP request received by the web based interface based on a 
corresponding identifier within the HTTP request (col. 3, lines 19-38). 

25. As for claim 1 9, Hoyer teaches a system configured for performing distributed computing 
operations, the system comprising: 

a plurality of host computers (Figs. 2 and 3) configured for communication via an 
Internet protocol (IP) network, each host computer including: 

(1) a web interface configured for sending and receiving web requests and web responses 
(col. 6, lines 15-27), 

(2) a corresponding application resource configured for performing corresponding 
application operations (27cluster manager CM/400, Fig. 3; col. 7, lines 31-47), and 

(3) a management client resource (performance monitor 225, Fig. 3) configured for 
executing prescribed management operations in response to respective web requests received 
by the corresponding web interface, the management client resource configured for 
outputting a web response that specifies results of execution of a selected management 
operation in response to a received web request (col. 7, lines 31-47); 
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wherein the application resource of one of the host computers is implemented as a web 
based management server resource configured for: (1) generating the web request for 
execution of the selected management operation by at least one selected host computer in 
response to reception from a user of a web request that specifies the selected management 
operation and the at least one selected host computer (col. 8, lines 29-67), and (2) outputting 
to the user a web-based user response based on the corresponding web response from the at 
least one selected host computer (col. 8, lines 25-28). 

26. As for claim 20, Hoyer teaches the system of claim 19, wherein each web interface is 
configured for sending and receiving web requests and web responses according to HTTP 
protocol (col. 6, lines 15-27). 

27. As for claim 25, Hoyer teaches the system of claim 20, wherein each management 
resource is configured for generating a second web request to a management resource of 
another one of the host computers for execution of a second management operation necessary 
for execution of the corresponding management operation by said each management 
resource, said another one of the host computers executing the second management operation 
in response to the second web request and returning to send each management resource a 
corresponding web response that specifies information based on execution of the second 
management operation (col. 8, lines 29-67). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
28. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

29. Claims 4-7, 12-14, 21-24, 29, 30-32, and 39-42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as 
being obvious over Hoyer in view of Chung et al. (US 6,012,090) (hereinafter Chung). 

As for claims 4, 5, 12, 14, 21, 23, 29, 30, 39 and 40, Hoyer teaches specifying the host 
computers and available management operations for the host computers on the web page 
output to the user for the purpose of monitoring system performance (col. 8, lines 17-50). 
Hoyer further discloses the use of HTTP operations for sending and receiving requests (col 
7, lines 3 1-47; col. 8, lines 36-37). Although it is well-known and expected in the art, Hoyer 
does not specifically disclose using an HTTP post operation for sending and receiving 
requests. Chung, for example, teaches the use of HTTP post operations for sending and 
receiving web requests (col. 2, lines 44-63). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to modify Garvey and Hoyer by using an HTTP post operation for sending and 
receiving requests in order to provide efficient access to data on a network, as taught by 
Chung (col 2, lines 44-63). 

30. As for claims 13, Hoyer discloses the server of claims 12, further comprising a software 
resource configured for detecting a presence of the host computers on the open protocol 
network (col. 6, lines 43-55). 

31. As for claims 6, 3 1 and 4 1 , Hoyer teaches the system and method of claims 5, 30 and 40, 
wherein the first outputting step further includes specifying at least one of a backup 
operation, a file transfer operation, and a status report operation as the management operation 
(col. 1, lines 46-59; col. 12, lines 1 1-26). 
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32. As for claims 7, 32 and 42, Hoyer teaches the system and method of claims 6, 31 and 41, 
wherein the second receiving step includes receiving at least one of a backup 
acknowledgement, a transferred file, and a status report in response to the management 
operation specifying at least one of a backup operation, a file transfer operation, and a status 
report operation, respectively (col. 12, lines 11-26). 

33. As for claim 22, Hoyer teaches the system of claim 21 , wherein the one host computer 
further includes a software resource configured for detecting a presence of the host 
computers on the IP network (col. 6, lines 43-55). 

34. As for claim 24, Hoyer teaches system of claim 23, wherein the web based management 
server specifies within the web request at least one of a backup operation, a file transfer 
operation, and a status report operation as the management operation (col. 1, lines 46-59; col. 
12, lines 11-26). 

Response to Arguments 

35. Applicant's arguments with respect to the prior art rejections of claims \A5 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

36. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure: 

US 6,122,664, note abstract and Fig. 1; 
US 6714,976 Bl, note abstract and Fig. 6; 
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US 2003/0014507 Al, note abstract and Fig. 2. 

37. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until 
after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory 
period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 
37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of 
this final action. 

38. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Aaron C Perez-Daple whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3974. The examiner can normally be reached on 9am- 5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on (571) 272-3964. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
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about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access 
to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 
(toll-free). 

Aaron Perez-Dap le 



